Recently, there has been some debate in the psychological literature involving the factor structure of subclinical psychopathy. Hare's (2003) well-established theory involving an oblique (i.e., correlated) fourfactor solution has recently been challenged by an orthogonal (i.e., uncorrelated) two-factor solution. Using the Hare Self-Report Psychopathy Scale-III (SRP-III; four oblique factors) and the Psychopathic Personality Index (PPI; two orthogonal factors), we compared these two factor conceptions in an undergraduate sample (N = 274) on three main criteria: (1) intercorrelations among the psychopathy factors, (2) associations with self-reported delinquency, and (3) associations with Big Five personality factors. Results showed that the SRP-III factors and the PPI-Behavioral factor correlated strongly with each other, whereas the PPI-Personality factor did not correlate positively with the SRP-III factors or the PPI-Behavioral factor. Second, the PPI-Personality factor was not associated with delinquency, whereas each of the SRP-III factors and the PPI-Behavioral factor were correlated with delinquency. Finally, the SRP-III factors and the PPI-Behavioral factor showed expected correlations with the Big Five, whereas several PPI-Personality factor correlations contradicted the literature, including significant positive correlations with Agreeableness, Conscientiousness, and Emotional Stability.
INTRODUCTION
Psychopathy is a personality construct associated with a mix of personality traits (e.g., deception, lack of guilt, impulsivity) and antisocial behaviors (Cleckley, 1941; Hare, 2003) . Although the roots of psychopathy research are found in clinical and forensic fields, there has been recent interest in understanding psychopathy in subclinical domains (e.g., Kirkman, 2002 ). As such, many self-report psychopathy scales have been developed for use in subclinical samples. Of these scales, the Hare Self-Report Psychopathy Scale (SRP-III; Paulhus, Hemphill, & Hare, in press) and the Psychopathic Personality Inventory (PPI; Lilienfeld & Andrews, 1996) are among those with the most empirical support.
Although the overall score obtained from each of these measures are valid (e.g., Lilienfeld & Andrews, 1996; Paulhus & Williams, 2002) , the factor structure of each scale remains a source of disagreement. In short, there is debate as to whether the factors should be oblique (i.e., correlated) or orthogonal (i.e., uncorrelated).
The SRP-III is based on the PCL-R (Hare, 2003) -the "gold standard" of psychopathy measurement -and its definitive theory of psychopathy. Thus, the SRP-III conforms to the factor structure of the PCL-R -four oblique factors; two of which are personality-based (Interpersonal Manipulation -e.g., conning, deception; and Cold Affect -e.g., lack of guilt and empathy), and two behavior-based (Erratic Lifestyle -e.g., impulsivity, irresponsibility; and Antisocial Behavior -e.g., criminal versatility). The overlap among the four factors sustains the notion of a common underlying construct (i.e., psychopathy), as with the PCL-R.
In contrast, recent factor analyses (e.g., Benning et al., 2003) suggest that the PPI measures psychopathy through a two-factor solution. These two factors are similar to those of the PCL-R in that one is personalitybased (e.g., Stress Immunity, Fearlessness) and the other is behavior-based (e.g., Machiavellian Egocentricity, Carefree Nonplanfulness). However, unlike the PCL-R factors, the PPI factors are orthogonal. This orthogonal factor solution seems at odds with the assumption of a common underlying concept (i.e., psychopathy) shared by the factors. One would also expect orthogonal factors to have different patterns of correlations with external criteria, a trend that would further contradict most conceptions of an underlying concept. Furthermore, the PPI has not been extended to correspond with Hare's established four-factor solution.
Our goal was to examine and compare the validity of the SRP-III and PPI factors directly. On a more conceptual level, this study will help determine whether an oblique factor solution of psychopathy is more or less appropriate than an orthogonal solution. To achieve our goal, we compared the SRP-III and PPI factors on three main criteria: (1) intercorrelations among the psychopathy factors, (2) associations with self-reported delinquency, and (3) associations with Big Five personality factors.
METHOD
Participants. 274 undergraduate students (mean age = 20.3, 70.0 percent female), enrolled in a firstyear introductory psychology class participated in the study for course credit. Most of the participants were of either European (43.1%) or East Asian (38.0%) ethnicity.
Measures. Participants completed an anonymous take-home questionnaire package that included the SRP-III, PPI, Big Five Inventory (BFI; John & Srivastava, 1999) , and Vancouver Misbehavior Inventory (VMI; Williams & Paulhus, 2004) . The 40-item SRP-III, devised after the PCL-R, captures the features of subclinical psychopathy by asking respondents to rate their agreement with items such as "I find it easy to manipulate people", "I have been involved in gang activity", and "I enjoy taking chances". Similarly, the (abridged) 56-item PPI assesses subclinical psychopathy along the eight dimensions described by Lilienfeld and Andrews (1996) using items such as "I generally prefer to act first and think later" and "People whom I have trusted have often ended up 'double-crossing' me". The 44-item BFI measures the fundamental Big Five traits of personality, and has demonstrated significant validity and reliability (John & Srivastava, 1999) . Previous research has established that, concordant with most theoretical descriptions of the construct, psychoapathy tends to correlate negatively with Agreeableness and Conscientiousness (see Hare, 2003) . The 42-item VMI assesses anti-social behaviors (i.e., delinquency) ranging from minor misbehaviors to felony crimes. The items can be separated into five main categories: General Crime (e.g., shoplifting, auto theft, violent assault, sexual assault), Bullying (physical bullying, harassing, ridiculing), Anti-authority (verbally assaulting parents and other authority figures, parking illegally), Drug abuse (public drunkenness, abuse of alcohol, cocaine, heroine, and other drugs), and Driving Misconduct (street racing, speeding, driving while impaired). Each participant also receives an overall misbehavior score. The association between psychopathy and delinquency has been replicated in countless studies over the last few decades.
RESULTS
Psychopathy factor intercorrelations. The SRP-III and PPI factors were scored based on Paulhus et al.
(in press) and Benning et al. (2004) , respectively. Table 1 Misbehavior. As displayed in Table 2 , each of the SRP-III factors correlated with overall misbehavior (ranging from .23 to .52, all significant at p < .01), whereas only the PPI Behavior factor correlated significantly with misbehavior (r = .38). To account for the overlap among the SRP-III factors, partial correlations were calculated to determine if the other three SRP-III factors were associated with misbehavior after accounting for the Antisocial Behavior factor. The results demonstrated that each of the SRP-III factors correlated significantly with delinquency even after partialing for the effects of the Antisocial Behavior factor (correlations ranging from .13 to .48, all p < .05).
Big Five. In general, correlations between each of the SRP-III factors and the Big Five supported previous theory (Table 3) . Specifically, each of the SRP-III facets correlated negatively with Agreeableness, and the Interpersonal Manipulation and Callous Affect factors correlated negatively with Conscientiousness.
The PPI-Behavioral factor also correlated negatively with Agreeableness (r = -.37, p < .01) and Conscientiousness (r = -.29, p < .01). However, the PPI-Personality factor correlated positively with each of the Big Five factors, ranging from .15 (Stability) to .35 (Extraversion; all p < .05).
DISCUSSION

Psychopathy factor intercorrelations. Each of the psychopathy scales demonstrated factor
intercorrelations that are consistent with their respective theoretical underpinnings -namely, four oblique SRP-III factors and two orthogonal PPI factors. However, the PPI-Personality factor did not correlate positively with any of the SRP-III factors and in fact, correlated negatively with the Callous Affect factor. Overall, this pattern of intercorrelations suggests that the SRP-III factors and the PPI-Behavioral factor share a common underlying feature (e.g., psychopathy), whereas the PPI-Personality factor does not. In other words, it may be possible that the PPI-Behavioral factor is sufficiently capturing the key elements of subclinical psychopathy, whereas the PPI-Personality factor is measuring something not included in traditional descriptions of psychopathy. One would expect the PPI-Personality factor to, at least, correlate positively with the SRP-III-Personality factors, but this was not the case in our sample. Furthermore, the oblique nature of the SRP-III factors suggests that an axis of psychopathy runs through the four factors. Hence the use of the total score created by summing the four factors is justified. In contrast, the summing of the two orthogonal PPI factors may have questionable meaning.
Misbehavior. Correlations demonstrated that each of the SRP-III factors was associated with selfreported misbehavior. In forensic research with the PCL-R, all four of Hare's factors correlate with delinquency (see Hare, 2003) . Thus, the fact that our SRP-III results mimic those of the PCL-R are encouraging, to say the least. Even after controlling for the Antisocial Behavior facet, each of the other three SRP-III factors remained significantly correlated with delinquency. In contrast, only the Behavior factor of the PPI correlated with delinquency. Due to the well-established link between psychopathy and delinquency, the lack of an association between the PPI Personality factor and delinquency scores calls the validity of this factor into question.
Big Five. The Big Five correlations were perhaps the most surprising of all the results presented.
Although the SRP-III factors and the PPI-Behavioral factor showed expected correlations with the Big Five (i.e., negative correlations with Agreeableness and Conscientiousness), several PPI-Personality factor correlations contradicted the literature. Specifically, the PPI-Personality factor correlated positively with Emotional Stability. This correlation is at odds with Hare's (2003) recent analysis of the literature involving psychopathy and anxiety in forensic populations, which concluded that there is no empirical relationship between these two constructs. More startling is the fact that the PPI-Personality factor correlated positively with Agreeableness and Conscientiousness, associations that run counter to all known theoretical descriptions of psychopathy.
Overall, this pattern of results suggests that the oblique SRP-III factor solution is more valid than the orthogonal PPI factor solution, based on the questionable validity of the PPI-Personality factor. The PPIPersonality factor did not correlate positively with any of the other factors of psychopathy measured here or with delinquency, and in the inappropriate direction with several Big Five traits. Furthermore, on a conceptual level, the oblique factor solution may not be conducive to combining the factors to calculate an overall psychopathy score. Alternatively, the PPI-Personality factor might be an important moderating variable in the context of psychopathy, but not a central feature of psychopathy per se. For example, even though anxiety and psychopathy tend to be unrelated, anxiety moderates the relationship between psychopathy and certain outcomes (e.g., emotional arousal; Sutton, Vitale, & Newman, 2002) . Indeed, anxiety levels are used to differentiate between primary and secondary psychopaths according to Blackburn's (1975) typology. Another advantage of the SRP-III is its close conceptual and theoretical connection with the PCL-R, the gold standard of psychopathy measurement in forensic and clinical settings. Similarly, the SRP-III conforms to Hare's (2003) recent expansion of the two-factor structure of psychopathy -namely, the four-facet hierarchical structure (Williams, Paulhus, & Hare, under review) . The SRP-III factors demonstrated expected correlations with our validity criteria, further supporting the scale's viability as a self-report measure of psychopathy for use in subclinical populations. Possible future directions include not only a replication of the results reported here, but also using PCL-R scores and behavioral measures of delinquency to examine the validity of the SRP-III and PPI factors. 
